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DETAILED ACTION 

The examiner is appreciative of the changes made to the language of the claims 
and the submission of the drawings. These have been duly noted and considered. 

CLAIMS 
Summary 

Claims 10 and 20 are the independent claims under consideration in this Office 

action. 

Claims 11-19 and 21 are the dependent claims under consideration in this Office 

action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) The invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a 
foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year 
prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 10-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Lehrman '928. 

Lehrman teaches a heat resistant ironing board cover comprising a cover 
material 22 (figure 2, for example) and a padding material 21 located underneath the 
cover material. The cover material is placeable onto an ironing board 50 where it is 
form-fittingly connectable to the ironing board via the padding as the padding contacts 
the ironing board. Further, the padding includes a hook and loop fastener 1 8. The hook 
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and loop fastener includes a fabric backing for supporting the hook or loop material. 
Because the fabric hook and loop strip is sewn onto the padding, the fabric thereby 
includes perforations. The hook and loop material is attached to the underside of the 
padding and to the top surface of the ironing board proper and thus the cover is 
attached to the ironing board via the padding in a form fitting manner; 

Remarks 

Applicant argues that the padding of Lehrman is not "an elastic padding". This is 
not so, the only defining characteristic of the "elastic padding" in applicant's disclosure is 
where applicant refers to prior art padding as being "elastic padding" (see page 1 , 
paragraph 2). This prior art includes a foam padding and thus "elastic padding" can be 
made up of foam padding. Lehrman teaches foam padding (column 2, line 41) and as 
such comprises "elastic padding". Accordingly, Lehrman remains applicable. 

Applicant argues that the padding of Lehrman is not "form-fitting" onto the ironing 
board. The claims include no further definition as to what "form-fitting" intends other 
than the usual meaning of a cover and padding which fit onto an ironing board in an 
intimate fashion, without substantial spacing, or separations between the padding and 
the ironing board surface. Since Lehrman teaches the bottom surface of the padding as 
including hook and loop fasteners and the top of the ironing board as including hook 
and loop fasteners which provide both corresponding/ cooperating surfaces with 
intimate contact then Lehrman does indeed teach "form-fitting" in its usual sense. 
Accordingly, Lehrman remains applicable. 
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Claims 10,14-16 and 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Brodt '961 . 

Brodt teaches a heat resistant ironing board cover comprising gingham cover 
material 1 3 (figure 4, for example) and a padding material 1 located underneath the 
cover material. The cover material is pigceable onto an ironing board 50 where It is 
form-fittingly connectable to the ironing board via the padding as the padding contacts 
the Ironing board. Further, the padding material follows the contour of the ironing board 
and is provided with a bulging peripheral edge (figure 4 or 5) where it wraps about the 
peripheral edge of the ironing board with the stiffening muslin and cover material and is 
connected the ironing board in one instance by snaps 7, 8 with studs passable in 
recesses in the underside or bottom of the ironing board, or in another instance snaps 
17 (figure 8). Further, Brodt teaches stitching and snap sockets, which provide the 
padding and cover with further stiffening. The snap sockets cooperate with the snaps 
for connecting the padding and cover to the ironing board via the padding. 

. Remarks 

Applicant argues that the padding of Brodt is not "an elastic padding". This is not 
so. There is no further defining language in the claim that points away from the usual 
definition of an "elastic padding". The padding Is taught a having bunching 
characteristics and therefore would have an inherent elasticity. This is also so as it Is 
simply formed of a textile material and textile material will have a certain elasticity. As 
such, the padding of Brodt remains applicable. 
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Applicant argues that the padding of Brodt Is not "form-fitting" onto the ironing 
board. The claims include no further definition as to what "form-fitting" intends other 
than the usual meaning of a cover and padding which fit onto an ironing board in an 
intimate fashion, without substantial spacing, or separations between the padding and 
the ironing board surface. Since Brodt teaches the bottom surface of the padding as 
being in intimate contact with the ironing board and teaches the padding as placeable 
over the edges and onto the bottom of the board and fastened thereto using snap 
fasteners then Brodt teaches "form-fitting" in its usual sense. Accordingly, Brodt 
remains applicable. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Musker 

700. 

Musker teaches a heat resistant (metallic) ironing board cover comprising a 
fabric layer and a layer of resilient foam. The cover and the foam have an adhesive for 
bonding to the ironing board. The cover material is placeable onto the ironing board 
where it is form-fittingly connectable to the ironing board via the padding. 

Remarks 

Applicant argues that the padding of Musker is not "an elastic padding". This is 
not so, the only defining characteristic of the "elastic padding" in applicant's disclosure is 
where applicant refers to prior art padding (Musker) as being "elastic padding" (see 
page 1 , paragraph 2). This prior art includes a foam padding and thus "elastic padding" 
can be made up of foam padding. Musker teaches foam padding (column 2, line 41 ) 
and as such comprises "elastic padding". Accordingly, Musker remains applicable. 



Application/Control Number: 10/523,560 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3765 

Applicant argues that the padding of Musker is not "form-fitting" onto the ironing 
board. The claims include no further definition as to what "form-fitting" Intends other 
than the usual meaning of a cover and padding which fit onto an ironing board in an 
intimate fashion, without substantial spacing, or separations between the padding and 
the Ironing board surface. Since Musker teaches the bottom surface of the padding as 
Including and adhesive which provides an Intimate contact with the surface of the 
ironing board. Musker remains applicable since does indeed teach "form-fitting" in its 
usual sense. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth In this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the Invention is not Identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, If the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the Invention was 
made. 

Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lehrman in view of Ruttenberg '984 and over Brodt In view of Ruttenberg. 

Lehrman and Brodt, each on its own, discloses the Invention substantially as 
claimed. See above for specific explanations of the structural details of these 
documents. Briefly, Lehrman and Brodt, each, teach an ironing board cover including a 
cover material over a padding, which in turn is form-fittingly, connected the ironing 
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board. However, Lehrman nor Brodt, do not specifically suggest the pad of the ironing 
board cover as being .2 to .5 cm (which is .07 to 1 .97 inches). 

Ruttenberg teaches an ironing board cover comprising an ironing pad with a 
cover material and a padding material 1 3. Ruttenberg teaches the padding material as 
being .25 to .75 inches thick. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of Applicant's invention to construct the padding of Lehrman and Brodt, each on its own, 
as including a padding material of such thickness. Providing such a range of pad 
thicknesses would allow the optimizing of the thickness by extend the life of the product 
by better cushioning the iron being placed thereon and not damaging the fibers in the 
garment being ironed from lack of cushioning. 

ALLOWABLE SUBJECT MATTER 

Claim 17 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

PERTINENT CITATIONS 

The prior art rnade of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Williams illustrates an ironing board including a padding with 
cover. Mattesky et al. Illustrate an ironing board including a padding and a peripheral 
pocket and straps for form-fitting the cover to the ironing board. 
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INQUIRIES 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ismael Izaguirre whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4987. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8:30-6:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gary Welch can be reached on (571) 272-4996. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 -273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications Is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3765 
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